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HIERS pronounced in favour of a republic for 
eon the ground that “that is the form of Govern- 
ibwhich divides us least.” We presume that it is 
" 7 similar ground that the members of the Judica- 

Commission have resolved to do nothing, and, to 

an the possibility of further disagreement, have 
ied their fifth and rinax report. Their first report 
pfigned by every Commissioner, though not in all 
ges Without qualifications. Their second report was 
med by eighteen Commissioners; six refused to sign 
‘ er, and nine signed with qualifications. Their 

id report, being the rejection of a proposal for the es- 

hment of Tribunals of Commerce, showed greater 
mity; only two Commissioners refused to sign, 
ly one of those who signed appended a qualifica- 
In their fourth report this learned body 
limously concluded not “to attempt to arrive at any 
lite conclusions,” and contented themselves with 
ishing the evidence for the benefit of those who were 

Ymmissioners. In the last report, which is signed 

the Commissioners, with qualifications by five, 

fy state that they have had under their consideration 
my and weighty subjects, but with regard to “the 
i 8, the Central Criminal Court, the Quarter Sessions, 
8, salaries, fees and emoluments of the officers of 

8,” they deem it “ inexpedient to prolong their 

airy into these matters,” or, in effect, to make any 
imendation upon them. Upon the: question of 
ubiic ¢ Prosecutors they entertain no doubt that the 

Mion of such an office would “ materially add to the 

y of the administration of criminal justice,” 
by concurin agreeing that “ they are not agreed as to 

method of constituting the office.” The solitary 
wmmendation made by the report, which, however, on 

‘point is not unanimous, is for the union and con- 
mation of counties “where it is manifestly an idle 
mie of time and money to have [separate] assizes.’ 
4b was evidently high time that the Commission should 
. itself, but we cannot pass from the late and 
indled fruits of its old age without recognising the 
le of its earlier and more vigorous products. The 
was the foundation of the Judicature Act of 
and the second report, though it has not yet 
Macted upon, contains, to say the least, many valu- 

m suggestions, which may hereafter prove of great 
tyice in the re-construction of the system of subor- 
MB and local courts. With respect, however, to the 

m of chamber practice, on which in their fourth 

# the Commissioners refused to come to any con- 

mion or to make any recommendations, we must ex- 

an opinion that they have failed to do what might 

ledeen reasonably expected of them in a matter of great 

al importance, and one in which the need of reform 
Made evident. 





4m ‘BONA FIDE TRAVELLER has now entered his third 
Before 1872 he was under the protection of the 


Court of Common Pleas; he might be any one, and the 
landlord was not supposed to know who he was. By the 
Act of 1872, as construed by the Court of Queen’s 
Bench in Roberts v. Humphreys (21 W. R. 885, L. R. 8 
Q. B. 483), the onus was thrown upon the landlord of 
showing that the person served during prohibited hours 
was a bond fidetraveller ; but it was suggested by the court 
that an honest belief by the publican that the customer 
was such might relieve him from the penalties of the 
Act. There was nothing in the Act to found this ex- 
ception upon; but it is not to be wondered at that some 
endeavour was made to protect from penal consequences 
an absolutely innocent error in the conduct of a lawful 
trade. We pointed out at the time (17 S. J. 849) as we 
had done previously (16 S. J. 841), what appeared to us 
a safer and more precise ground of exemption, the exis- 
tence, namely, of a “reasonable belief,” that is, a belief 
founded on reasonable grounds; for as that is practically 
the test by which honesty of belief is judged, it is better 
to state it at once, and at the same time to point out 
clearly to the publican that he will not be credited with 
ignorance unless he can show a belief which a reasonable 
man will believe to be both sensible and sincere. The 
10th section ofthe Actof1874has putthe bond fide traveller 
in several respects on anew footing; a person arriving ator 
-departing from a railway station is always a bond fide 
traveller, or at least he is on the same footing, but under 
other circumstances the customer is not to be deemed 
such unless he lodged the night before at a place three 
miles distant from the public-house where he is served, 
by the nearest road; andif in the course of any pro- 
ceedings for the sale of liquor during the prohibited 
hours the publican fail to prove that the customer (des- 
cribed in the section in a queer and roundabout way, 
with a little interpretation clause in the Parliamentary 
draftsman’s own peculiar manner, as “ the purchaser ’’) 
was a bond fide traveller, “but the justices are satisfied 
that the defendant truly believed that the purchaser was 
a bond fide traveller, and further that the defendant took 
all reasonable precautions to ascertain whether or not the 
purchaser was such a traveller, the justices shall dismiss 
the case as against the defendant,” and may direct pro. 
ceedings against the pretended bond fide traveller. In 
the “truly believe” we recognise the “ honest belief” 
| of the Queen’s Bench; but there is superadded a neces- 
| sity for “reasonable precautions.” Leasonabdle is a very 
good word when it is in its right place, but to require a 
| publican to take reasonable precautions is both absurd 
and misleading. If a stage-coach arrives with a load of 
dusty passengers, or a packet-boat comes into port, it is 
absurd to require any precautions to be taken “‘ to ascer- 
tain” whether the passengers are bond fide travellers; on 
the other hand, the direction to the publican to “take 
precautions,” even though they are called reasonable ones, 
suggests the use of that perfunctory sort of inquiry which 
will enable the publican to say he did something, though 
he really did nothing to any purpose, and perhaps need 
not in common sense-have done anything at all. 

We are not surprised to find, from a case lately before 
Mr. Cooke at the Clerkenwell Police Court, that this is 
the construction which some publicans, at least, put 
on the Act; though it reads almost like a joke when we 
are told that the process of “taking reasonable pre- 
cautions’’ consisted in standing at an open door, and 
asking of everyone who came up, “ Are you a bond fide 
traveller ?”, under which easy rule of exclusion 1,320 
persons found their way in between ten and one o’clock. 
In three hours there are 180 minutes, so that they 
entered at the rate of nearly fifteen persons in every 
two minutes. This case being the first under the new 
Act—which the publicans, perhaps, have some excuse for 
regarding as the beginning of “ publicans’ holiday” —the 
magistrate took a very lenient view of the case; but 
while he dismissed the case, on the ground that he did 
not think the defendant had “ willingly broken the 
law,” he intimated that the same excuse would not serve 
another time. Being pressed to say what would be 
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reasonable precautions, he wisely declined to commit 
himself to defining what the Act had left vague, but 
thought that “ if there was any fair intention on the 
part of the publican to discover whether his customer 
was a traveller or not, there would be no great. difficulty 
in so doing.” We cannot go quite so far as Mr. Cooke ; 
we think that no publican, honestly wishing to obey the 
law, would ever be embarrassed by being required to show 
that he has served no one without having reasonable 
grounds to believe that he was a bond fide traveller ; but 
we must confess that to require a man to go to work to 
devise beforehand a set of “reasonable precautions,” 
seems to us likely to produce cither a vexatious burden or 
a farce. 





An rportant case (Foxon v. Gascoigne) on the sub- 
ject of a solicitor’s charge upon property recovered or 
preserved by means of litigation, was decided by the 
Lords Justices towards the close of their sittings. Shortly 
stated, the result of the case is that wherever the subject 
matter of any proceeding is an easement or other like 
incident to property, then in no event is the property 
itself to be charged, ayd, as the easement or other right 
eannot be charged, it follows that the solicitor of the 
successful party can have no charge at all for his costs. 
Now even though we regarded property merely as a 
bundle of rights, it would be difficult to maintain that 
the successful defence of one of these rights against the 
attack of another person, could with propriety be de- 
scribed as the recovery or preservation of the property ; 
while from the point of view from which the English 
courts regard property as being the substantial thing— 
the actual plot of ground or the house—it would be still 
more difficult to maintain that an easement or incident 
enjoyed with the thing was the thing itself. 
recent case the bill was to restrain the darkening of 
ancient lights, and it prayed for a mandatory injunction 
against the defendant, ordering him to pull down part 
of his building. In the result the building remained at 
the height at which it stood when the bill was filed. 
Here, then, it was contended on behalf of the defendant's 
solicitor, there was “ property preserved,” namely, the 
building itself. The court, however, declined to take 
this view of it. To order the defendant to pull down 
his house would not be to take his property away from 
him, but only to order him not to use his property in a 
particular way. As to the general policy of the Act, and 
the propriety of construing 1t in a liberal way, the court 
expressed an opinion that it would not be for the public 
advantage to stretch the terms of the statute so as to 
make the costs of every dispute about an easement a 
eharge on the property itself. The expression of this 
view was perhaps unnecessary, and the view itself may be 
considered questionable. Probably the point was not 
before the mind of the Legislature when the Act was 
drawn and passed, and it may be worthy of consideration 
whether a short amending Bill should not be intro- 
duced for the purpose of securing the costs of proceed- 
ings taken to maintain those important rights, without 
which, in many cases, property is of comparatively little 
nse. 


We Lxaxn with amazement that the incident we com. 
mented on last week is not quite the joke we took it to 
be. The carman, for the assault upon whom the Den- 
bighshire County Court judge was recently convicted, 
has, if the almost incredible statement published 
by the local papers be true, been actually im- 
prisoned under an order made by the judge, whilst 
filling the double character of member of a bench of 
magistrates and defendant on a criminal charge, and, 
at the same time, seeking to exercise the powers con- 
ferred by statute on a county court judge whilst 

the business of his court, The matter 
is one that really does not bear discussion, but it calls 
for comment, and will, we trust, not be overlooked in 
the proper quarter. 


In the | 


CRIMINAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR INTE, 
LECTUAL ERROR, 


The acquittal of Hines, who was recently tried in ty 
Central Criminal Court upon an indictment for a 
demeanour in neglecting to provide medical attendany 
for his sick child, and thereby contributing to its 
raises an interesting question as to the principle of ty 
decision by which he was set free. For the indictma; 
authority is to be found in Friend’s case (R. & R. 2, 
where the charge against the prisoner was for 
lecting to supply his apprentice with food. But at,’ 
meeting of all the judges save two, “ the general opinig 
was that it was an indictable offence as a misdemeangy 
to refuse or neglect to provide sufficient food, 

&c., to any infant of tender years unable to provide fy 
or take care of itself (whether such infant were 

apprentice, or servant), whom a man was obliged by day 
or contract to provide for, so as thereby to injure it 
health.” The facts appearing on the trial of Hines Wey 
shortly these. He was an engine-driver, and a membg 
of the sect called “ Peculiar People.” Their tenets ay 
well known, and need here only be mentioned, form 
venture to think that it is unnecessary to discuss themiy 
considering the present case. Let it suffice to say thi 
the sect read literally a passage in the Epistle of & 
James, and, from it believing that the prayer of faith 
alone will save their sick, they abstain from calling 
doctors in case of illness. The child in question wy 
two years old. It was taken ill, and seized with repeatel 
fits of convulsions. The symptoms must have beg 
alarming, for the parents sent for the elders of the 
church, who came and prayed over the infant, anointing 
it with oil, according to their creed. It was affectionatey 
cared for by the parents, but no doctor was called ia 
The child died. A post-mortem examination showel | 
that inflammation of the pericardium was the caused 
death, and the doctor who made it said that had he bea 
sent for a fortnight before the child died, the probability 
of recovery would have been greater. The pecuniary 
means of the father, his attention to the child, and th 
honesty of his religious belief were undisputed. At th 
close of the case for the prosecution, Pigott, B., having 
consulted Quain, J., and the Recorder of London, aad 
heard argument for theCrown, said that he was clearkad 
opinion that there was no case to go to the jury; it was 
one of those cases in which a parent instead of being 
guilty of culpable negligence appeared to have done 
everything for the good of his child according to his 
lights. He might be a person with narrow or perv 

| views, and altogether mistaken in his interpretationof 
| the passage of Scripture which had been quoted, but a 
| to there being any neglect of duty on his part, the ev- 
dence failed to show it. He rather appeared to have 
done his duty to the utmost of his ability. He might, 
perhaps, have been altogether mistaken in what he did; 
still, it was an honest mistake, one that might be the te 
sult of ignorance or superstition, but certainly there was 
nothing like intentional or culpable neglect of duty 
within the legal meaning of those words. And he drew 
a distinction between the case in question, and ome 
arising under the Vaccination Act, clearly pointing out 
that in the latter case there was a neglect to do 8 
specific thing positively enjoined by the Legislature, 
whilst in the former there was no such act of disobedience, 

It will be worth while to compare this ruling with that of 
Willes, J., in a similar case, which, though it is not te 
ferred to in the newspaper reports of the late trial, 
we think, have been overlooked, we mean the case 
Reg. v. Thomas Wagstaffe and Mary Wagstaffe (10 Cox, 
©. C. 530), In that case the accused persons were memi- 
bers of this same sect, and they were indicted for the 
manslaughter of their infant of fourteen months. 
too had affectionately tended the child, and 
the elders of their Church, who anointed the child's 
breast and prayed over it, No doctor was Ba 
The child died of acute inflammation of the lungs. In 
all probability,” said the surgeon who made 6 
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mortem examination, “the child’s life would have been 
saved if medical advice had been early obtained. The 
, symptoms must have been very urgent, as any ordinary 
n must have seen.” Willes, J., after carefully satisfy- 

ing himself as to theprecise nature ofthe tenets of the sect, 
left the case tothe jury, and in summing up told them 
that the “proposition to be established was that the 
isoners had the charge of the child in question, who 
would from its tender age not be able to take care of 


. itself; that they had the means of providing things 


reasonably fit for it, and that they were guilty of gross 
and culpable negligence in not resorting to those means for 
its benefit by lack of which its death was occasioned. If 
a parent had the means of supplying his child with food, 
and were to keep it starving even under a notion that he 
had some religious duty imposed upon him to starve it, 
and if it could be made out that that was an insane and 
morbid belief, everybody would come to the conclusion 
that there must be a conviction, for all the reasoning in 
the world would not justify a man in starving a child to 
death. But when a jury had to consider what was the 
precise medical treatment to be applied to a particular 
ease, they got into a much higherlatitude indeed.” Then 
after alluding to the practice of touching for king’s evil, 
and visiting shrines, &c., the learned judge said “an 
opinion might be so absurd in itself that it could-not 
have been honestly entertained, and when that was the 
case, of course all pretence of having acted for the best 
because that was considered to be a matter of faith, 
would be removed. And after reading the verse relied 
upon by the sect, his Lordship continued that he thought 


he might go so far as to say the construction put upon 


that verse by the prisoner—and he spoke with profound 
respect for any belief honestly entertained in religious 
matters—was as sensible, and reasonable as, supposing a 
man broke his leg, it would be to call in the elders 
of the church, and anoint with oil.” The jury ac- 
quitted the accused. 


It will be observed these two cases were not dealt with 
in precisely the same way by the respective judges who 
tried them, Pigott, B., ruling that there was no evidence 
of criminal neglect, and therefore no case for the jury, 
Willes, J., leaving it to the jury to say whether there 
was gross and culpable negligence. True, the one was 
an indictment for misdemeanour only, in neglecting to 
supply medical aid, whereas the other was a charge of 
manslaughter, but it is apprehended thatsuch a difference 
would not affect the course of proceeding in this 
respect; and the question, therefore, arises, which view 
(if the views taken by the learned judges really differed) 
was the more correct? Now it appears to us that the 
language used by Willes, J. is lamentably loose and 
vague. What is the meaning of things reasonably 
jit? The only meaning of reasonably fit, is that 
which a reasonable man would judge fit. Is it 
then true that not to do that which a reasonable 
man would do, or in other words, to act unreason- 
ably, is to render oneself guilty of criminal neglect, 
and, if loss of life’ensues, of manslaughter? That would 
surely be very novel law. But an apparent qualification 
is added, that the person accused must have been “ guilty 
of gross and culpable negligence in not resorting to those 
means.” Negligence is the omission of something which 
there is a duty to do. “ Gross negligence,” we have long 
since learned, is “negligence with a vituperative 
epithet.” But what is“ culpable negligence”? If 
there is a duty to do anything, the omission of it must 
be culpable, and being negligence, and culpable, it must 
be “culpable negligence.” If therefore there was any 
duty to provide things “ reasonably fit” the not doing 
80 was necessarily culpable negligence, Now it may be 
admitted to be clear that no man can be under a legal 
duty to do that which is impossible, and that the absence 
of means would therefore be a defence against the charge 
of culpable negligence; but the possibility of provid. 

them is assumed to exist. Is it then the duty of every 
Parent, under a criminal penalty, to provide things 











reasonably fit for his child, or in other words, to act as 
a reasonable man with his means would act towards the 
child? That is the very question we asked before, and 
to which we are shut up by the words as to “cul- 
pable negligence,” which looked at first sight like 
words of qualification. They really do not qualify 
but only repeat what had been already implied, and we 
must again say that the proposition is a startling and 
novelone. ‘The fallacy seems to be this. Criminal law 
addresses itself to the intention. If that be honest there 
can be no conviction except where a duty is specifically 
imposed. Intellectual error in matter of fact never hurts. 
If it be sogreat as to be inconsistent with both honesty and 
sanity, then, if the honesty of the error is established, such 
insanity is proved as will, within the principle of 
McNaghten’s case, exonerate from criminal liability. 
But if the improbability of the error is of a less degree 
the nature of the issue is not really changed; if, insanity 
being negatived, the improbability is so great that a set 
of rational men cannot believe the assertion of error to 
be true, the defence fails—there is no error; but, if, 
though improbable, it is yet not incredible, and is found 
to be a fact, the essence of the criminal charge is dis- 
proved. What is reasonable or probable is a material 
circumstance in estimating whether the defence is true, 
or whether if it be true the accused is insane; but if 
once the certainty is reached that the error exists and 
that the accused is sane, any question as to the reason- 
ableness of the conduct pursued is out of place. A man 
may be liable civilly for not adopting those means which 
a reasonable man would use; but to create a criminal 
liability, nothing will do short of recklessness, which 
imports either that the man knows but is indifferent to 
the consequences of his acts, or that he does not care to 
inquire into them though he has reason to do so. 

Now applying this to the question of neglect by a 
parent to provide for his infant child, there are some 
things which are so plain and certain that no man could 
for an instant hesitate in concluding that the person who 
acted in disregard of them was either criminally negligent 
or insane ; as for instance, that food is necessary to support 
life. But no such inevitable inference can be drawn 
with respect to the necessity of medical aid; a man 
cannot be pronounced insane because he thinks that 
the attendance of medical men will not be certainly, 
or even probably, conducive to recovery from sick- 
ness. Strange as it may seem to doctors, there have 
been times when a man might well wish that he 
had left nature to take her own way; indeed, by the 
admission of doctors themselves, there have been modes 
of treatment adopted for generations, which the present 
representatives of the science describe as little better 
than murder. As between scientific murder and the 
chances of death by the neglect of medical observances, 
a man could hardly be said to be guilty of a crime be- 
cause he preferred the latter. Allopathic practitioners 
would probably say even now that the practices of their 
homeopathic brethren are culpable or even criminal ; 
and their homeopathic brethren would return the com- 
pliment. What if, at some future time, their successors 
pronounce the same sentence on them that they now 
utter on those who have preceded them, and on their 
existing rivals. Is a man guilty of criminal neglect 
if he consults a homeopath, or even aquack? Or will 
doctors fairly say which they think the safer, the 
quack herbalist with his decoctions, or the elders with 
their oil ? 

The principles on which Wiles, J., and Pigott, B., 
proceeded are not perhaps inconsistent; but the view of 
the law expressed by the learned judge in the latter case 
(in accordance with the opinion of Quain, J., and the 
Recorder) appears to us more accurate than that pre- 
sented in the previous trial. 








Baron Bramwell attended on Tuesday to hear summonses 
at the Judges’ Chambers. A judge will now attend on 
Tuesday and Friday in each week during the Vacation. 
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THE JUDICATURE COMMISSION AND PUBLIC 
PROSECUTORS. 


One of the few subjects on which the Judicature 
Commissioners, in their final report, express a confident 
opinion is that of the advisability of appointing public 
prosecutors. They “‘ entertain no doubt that the creation 
of such an office would materially add to the efficiency 
of the administration of criminal justice in this country,” 
but they are unable to decide upon the best mode of 
creating the office. The committee to which the matter 
was referred, instead of helping the commissioners to a 
decision, were themselves divided in opinion, and laid 
before their fellow members two papers expressing their 
differences, with the remark that “ the Commission will 
be in a position to form its own opinion on these points.” 
The commissioners, after more than a year’s considera- 
tion, have contented themselves with printing the 
papers laid before them by the committee. These con- 
sist of a draft report prepared by Mr. Justice Blackburn, 
and revised by the committee, and a memorandum by 
the Lord Chief Justice of England. It is hardly neces- 
sary to bespeak attention to the views propounded by 
authorities so eminent; and considering that legislation 
on the subject was contemplated by the late Government, 
and may possibly engage the attention of the present 
administration, it seems desirable that the contents of 
these important papers should be widely known and dis- 
cussed. We propose in the present article to present an 
outline of the schemes they propound. 

Taking first of all the machinery proposed by the com- 
mittee, it consists of—(1) A chief public prosecutor in 
London of the rank of a permanent Under-Secretary of 
State, but not changing office with the Government, whose 
duty would be to superintend, direct, and remove from 
office, where necessary, all other public prosecutors, and 
to advise them and the police. (2) Public prosecutors in 


the metropolitan district, to be attached to the office of 
the chief public prosecutor, who would conduct all pro- 


secutions at the Central Criminal Court and Middlesex Ses- 
sionsand within the metropolitan district. (3) “ Localhead 
public prosecutors” in large towns, and (4) district public 
prosecutorselsewhere. As to the extent of the districts of 
the public prosecutors and the persons to be appointed to 
that office, the committee think that London should 
be one district, und that the rest of England and 
Wales should be divided into districts, within each of 
which there should be a sufficient number of local pub- 
lic prosecutors, who should be attorneys. In places 
“where the population is not dense” the committee 
think that the districts may be the petty sessional 
divisions, and that in them the public prosecutor ought 
to be the magistrate’s clerk. Further than by stating that 
the “head public prosecutors” in large towns should 
be “ persons of a higher class than ordinary public pro- 
secutors,” we find no hint in the report of the qualifica- 
tions of these officers or of the chief public prosecutor. 
The Lord Chief Justice agrees that the country must be 
formed into districts as proposed, but he dissents from 
the distinction drawn between country and town dis- 
tricts as to the qualifications of the public prosecutors. 
These, he thinks, ought to be the same in all cases. To 
provide that magistrates’ clerks should be appointed 
public prosecutors in rural districts would, in his opinion, 
be to leave things just as they are at present. “ Almost 
all the prosecutions in the rural districts are now 
conducted by the magistrates’ clerks; and though 
in the ordinary run of cases these gentlemen do 
their work efficiently, the system has not worked satisfac- 
torily, a8 appears to be evidenced by the general demand 
for the appointment of public prosecutors,” He pro- 
poses that the chief public prosecutor should be “a 
barrister of standing and attainments, experienced in 
the practice of the criminal courts,” and that all the 
other public prosecutors should be barristers or attorneys 
of & given standing. Both the committce and the Chief 
Justice reemuamend that the public prosecutors should be 





paid by salaries, and not by fees, and that they shoulg 
be required to give up private criminal practice, Jy 
country districts the committee think that they ought to. 
be permitted to practise in civil matters, but the Loy 
Chief Justice is apparently of opinion that they shoulg | 
be required to give up all practice,. civil as well a 
criminal. 

As to the duties of the public prosecutor, the committe 
point out that he ought not to have power to take 
matters involving only civil rights, but for which the 
remedy is by indictment—as for instance an indictment 
for obstructing a high road ;—and that in cases that are 
in their nature proceedings to obtain redress for private 
wrongs, such as indictments for libels on private persons, 
he ought not to intervene unless directed to do so by 
some superior authority. They think that as prosecu. 
tions in their earlier stages are usually satisfactorily 
conducted by the police, the public prosecutor ought 
not, in general, to intervene until the prisoner has been 
committed for trial. His duty will then be to get m 
the case and conduct the trial. They recommend, how- 
ever, that a discretionary power should be vested in the 
chief public prosecutor to direct his subordinate to inter. 
vene at any stage; that it should .be part of his dutyty. 
give advice to the police of his district,and that he, intum, 
should apply for advice to the chief public prosecutor, 
The Lord Chief Justice, on the other hand, affirms that 
every prosecution should be either under the entire direc. 
tion or control of the public prosecutor, or at all events 
within his reach; that it should be the duty of the 
police as soon as a crime is known to have been com. 
mitted, or a person suspected of a crime has been 
apprehended, to report the same to the local public 
prosecutor, and that the magistrates’ clerks should be | 
bound to transmit the depositions, as soon as taken, to 
that officer, with any remarks the case may appear to call 
for. It should, he thinks, be incumbent on the public 
prosecutor to intervene in the conduct of any case at 
any moment when the circumstances require it. 

The committee propose to preserve the powers of the 
Crown, acting by the Attorney-General, and of private 
prosecutors to institute prosecutions, but they suggest 
matter for consideration whether some portion of the 
duties as to prosecutions now discharged by the soli- 
citors to the Treasury, Post-office, and Mint should not 
be undertaken by the chief public prosecutor. We pr 
pose to return hereafter to the consideration of thes 
suggestions. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
CuHAniraBLE Bequest—PerretuAL Continuance. 

Thomas v. Howell, V.C.M., 22 W. R. 676, L. R. 18 

Eq. 198, 

It is rather curious that while the cases deciding that 
particular objects are or are not charitable within the 
meaning of the Act of Geo. 2 are legion, there should be 
comparatively so little authority on the question 
whether, in addition to the object of a bequest being one 
of those recognised as charitable, there must be the 
element of perpetuity in order to bring the bequest 
within the scope of the Act, so as to subject it to the 
necessity of being paid exclusively out of that part of the 
testator’s estate which consists of pure personalty. From 
an early period it seems to have been suggested, rather 
than positively laid down, as one of the essentials 
a charitable bequest, that it must have pe 
continuance. Thus in Attorney-General vy. 

(17 Ves. at p. 374) the Master of the Rolls says 
“It (the bequest) is to have perpetual continuance it 
favour of a particular description of persons, and is wot 
like an immediate bequest of a fsum to be distributed 
among relations.” And in the earlier case of Bru 

vy. Woolredge (1 Amb. 507), where the trust was to dis- 
tribute the proceeds of sale of real estate, after paying 
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ar song poor relations, the fact that the court 

such proceeds to be distributed in accordance 
qith the provisions cf the will seems to show (the case 
having been decided thirty years after the passing of the 
Act of Geo..2) that the gift was not considered chari- 
table within that statute, which, as is well known, 
renders it impossible to give by will the proceeds of real 


" estate to charities. 


In many of the older cases the decision of this ques- 
tio seems to have been avoided by assuming that 
although the words used by the testator were consistent 
with the immediate distribution of the corpus of the 
bequest among the objects indicated, yet he must have 
intended to found a permanent institution. Thus in 
Attorney-General v. Gladstone (13 Sim. 7), where the 
testator bequeathed £15,000 to T. R. “ to be by him ap- 

ied for the use of the Roman Catholic priests in and 
near London at his absolute discretion,’ the Vice-Chan- 
cellor thought that ‘“‘ the words of the testator must be 
construed as importing perpetuity and not as being con- 
fined to individuals living at any given period,” ap- 
parently founding this conclusion on the “ probability 
that the Roman Catholic as well as the Protestant Church 
will last as long as the world endures.” So also in 
Powell vy. Attorney-General and Robert Pendleton .(3 
Mer. 48) a bequest of the residue of the testator’s estate 
“to the widows and children of seamen belonging to 
the town of Liverpool,” was construed as intended to 
create a permanent fund, and, after a reference to 
the master to report as to what charitable institu. 
tions existed in Liverpool for the benefit of widows 
and children of seamen belonging to that town, 
it was ordered that the residue be laid out at interest, 
and the interest applied for the benefit of the widows 
and children of poor seamen belonging to the port of 
Liverpool, in like manner as an existing charity of 
the same kind was applied. In these and other cases the 
court construed a bequest of a gross sum to a specified 
class as intended for the benefit not only of the present 
but of future members of that class, and as implying 
a direction to distribute not the corpus but the interest. 

But it is obviously impossible to place this construction 
on bequests of a specific sum to each member of a class, 
and the question has arisen whether these latter bequests, 
not having perpetual continuance, are to be considered 
charitable. In Russell v. Kellett (3 Sm. & Gif. 264), a 
bequest “to such poor widows or credible (sic.) in- 
dustrious unmarried women upwards of forty yearsof age, 
residing in the town of U. of the sumof £5 each,” was 
held to be a charitable bequest, and was ordered to be 
distributed in accordance with the directions of the will, 
the bequests failing so far as they were payable out of real 
estate or personal estate savouring of the realty. In 
the recent case of Z'homas v. Howell (22 W. R. 676 L. R. 
18 Eq. 198), however, a different construction was applied. 
The testator gave “ to each of ten poor clergymen of the 
Church of England, whether holding benefices or not, to 
be selected by my friend J. B. O., if alive, or if dead, 
then by the acting executors or executor of my will, and 
inhis or their judgment not holding High Church or 

yite doctrines, £200." The Vice-Chancellor held 
that these were not charitable legacies, and were payable 
out of the general estate of the testator. “ It has been 
contended,” he said, “ that because the motive is charity, 
therefore it is a charitable gift within the statute; but I 
dissent from that argument. It is not a charitable be- 
Quest unless itis a gift for the maintenance of a charity.” 

Th every case it depends on whether there is a charity 
Which is to continue for a certain specified time.” 


COMMON LAW. 
Bankrvurrey—Exrcvrion, 
He parte Brooke, .33., 22 W. R. 395, L. R. 9 Ch. 801, 
Btock v, Holland, Ex., 22 W. Kt. 661, L. R. 9, Bx. 147, 
It Bw parte Pearson (21 W. R. 688, L, RB. 8 Ch, 667) 
Was supposed to decide that section 87 of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1869, would take away from the exoution creditor 





money which was paid to him under pressure of the 
execution, but without seizure and sale, the two cases 
above-mentioned, in the former of which there was no 
seizure, in the latter a seizure but no sale, will remove 
that impression. Hx parte Pearson was decided on the 
ground that in substanee there was a sale, though it was 
endeavoured to conceal it by an artifice. But the at- 
tempt to do more for the general creditor than the 
statute actually does, which was made in some of the 
earlier decisions of the Chief Judge, has now been de- 
cisively checked, and we are once more brought back to 
the wholesome rule that the duty of judges is not to make 
but to interpret the law. 








REVIEWS. 
RATLWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC CASES. 

A collectionofthe cases decided under the2nd section of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, and reports of 
cases decided by the Railway Commissioners under the 
Regulation of Railways Act, 1873. By Ratrx 
Nevitie, M.A., and Watrer H. Macnamara, Barristers- 
at-Law: Henry Sweet. 

The Act of last session establishing the Railway Com- 
mission seems likely to result in a considerable addition 
to legal literature. We have already noticed two books 
on the subject, and now we have before us this handsome 
volume, containing in a most convenient form the 
decisions and statutory provisions relating to the sub- 
jects which come under the cognisance of the recently 
erected tribunal. The Acts are given in full, and the 
cases decided by the Common Pleas and the Court of 
Session in Scotland upon section 2 of the Act of 1854are 
reprinted from the various reports, considerable conden- 


‘ sation having been effected in the statements of facts 


originally prefixed, and occasional notes and references 
having been added. A digest of other railway and canal 
cases decided by the courts of law and equity is also 
given, which might with advantage have been made 
rather fuller. “ Railway, when it includes stations,” is 
rather an index reference than a digest of the decision 
upon the first branch of the motion in The Midland 
Railway Company v. The Ambergate, &c., Railway 
Company (10 Hare 359). Moreover, we note in this 
part of the work occasional incompleteness in the refer- 
ences to cases. Thus, at p. 16, under the head “ carrier,” 
there is a statement of one of the points decided in 
Parker v. Great Western Railway Company, relating 
to the refusal by a railway company of allowances to a 
particular carrier. The case is there cited only from 3 
Ry. Ca. 563. Nowthe report in the Railway Cases, though 
wrongly headed “ Exchequer,” is of the same case as that 
reported under the same name in 7 M. & Gr. 253, and 
also in 7 Scott N. S.835. At p. 17, under the same head 
of “ Carrier,” we, find the case of Parker v. Great Western 
Railway Company again referred to as deciding that 
“carriers are to be treated by the railway companies in 
the same manner as the rest of the public,” and this 
time, although the case is reported on this point in the 
Railway Cases, the reference is only to 7 M. & Gr. 253, 
11 GC. B. 545, the last report being of a case decided 
seven years after that in Manning and Granger. Again, 
on p. 20, under the head “ Packed Parcels,” the case is 
once more cited for the same proposition, “ A railway 
company is bound to treat carriers in the same manner 
as the rest of the public,” but here the reference is only 
to “3 Ry. Ca. 563 (Exch.).” As we have already said, 
tho reference to the Exchequer in the Railway Cases is a 
blunder, the case having been decided by the Common 
Pleas. A careful revision and expansion would add 
greatly to the value of the digest. The foot-notes to the 
reports of the cases decided on section 2 of the Act of 
1854 are many of them very useful, and indicate much 
care and industry on the part of the authors, At the 
close of the work are given the cases decided by the Com- 
missioners, most of which have been from time to time 
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fully reported by us. The authors announce their inten- 
tion of continuing to publish at intervals the decisions of 
the Commissioners, with the cases decided by the courts 
of law and equity upon the subject of railway and canal 
traffic. 


Works REcEIVED. 
The Law and Practice relating to Letters Patent for 
Inventions. By W. F. Acnew, Barrister: Wildy & Sons. 
A Digest of the Law and Practice of the Court for Divorce 
and Matrimonial Causes. Third edition. By J. G. Wirt, 


Barrister, and W. T. Pritcnarp, Proctor and Solicitor: ! 


Shaw and Sons. 

A Treatise upon the Law of Extradition. By Epwarp 
€xarkE, Barrister. Second edition: Stevens & Haynes. 

A Digest of the Questionsasked at the Final Examina- 
tion. By Ricnarp Haxtiray. Eighth edition. By H. W. 
Purkis, Solicitor: H. Cox. 

The Law and Practice of the Supreme Court of Jadica- 
ture. By W. E. Baxter, Solicitor: Butterworths, & Simp- 
kin Marshall & Co. 

The Licensing Acts 1828, 1869, and 1872-1874, con- 
taining the law of the sale of liquors by retail, and the 
management of licenged houses, &. Second Edition. By 
J. M. Lery and W. D. I. Foutkss, Barristers: Henry 
Sweet, Stevens & Sons. 

The Laws as to Licensing Inns, &c., &. Containing 
the Licensing Acts 1872, 1874, and the other Acts in force, 
&c. By Georce C. Oke. Second Edition. By W. C. Guen, 
Barrister: Butterworths. 

Equity under the Judicature Act, or the Relation of 
Equity to Common Law. By C. W. Cuure, Barrister: 
Butterworths. 








NOTES. 

A correspondent of the Times think that the discussion 
as to the conduct of vacation business ought not to be 
confined to the Equity chambers, and, none too soon, he 
calls attention to the scenes which occur in the Common 
Law Judges’ Chambers. “Let us go,” he says, “‘ (as I 
did, unfortunately for myself, yesterday) any day the judge 
is sitting in Common Law at Judges’ Chambers, and what 
do we there find? Do we find an orderly assemblage of 
practitioners, quietly and quickly performing their duties 
vo their clients, assisted by decent rales and regulations 
made by my Lords the jadges? or on the contrary, do 
we find a disorderly mixed crowd, almost fighting to get 
into the presence of the judges, without order, and by any 
force or stratagem? Well, Sir, I am bound to say with 
grief that my evidence would support the latter proposition. 
Bat I will tell you the facts. Iwas served with a summons 
teturnable at judges’ chambers at 11 o'clock, and on 
attending at that place and hour found four married 
ladies waiting to be examined by the judge, as to deeds 
made by them. This business occupied between thirty 
and forty minutes, and then came the tug of war. A 
considerable crowd of solicitors and clerks (principally 
the latter, I hope) collected round the door, or trap, where 
entrance was effected to the judge, avd some by pushing, 
and others by being pushed, were, back by back, hustled 
into the presence of the judge. Some old birds, I 
observed, evading the vigilance of the judge’s body clerk, 
who acted as a kind of chamberlain, slipped in (lucky 
fellows !) by the side and back doors. All this while 
there was going on in what I shall call the crush-room a 
babel of voices, each man calling for his opponent like 
each cow for her calf. At twelve o'clock news arrived 
that another judge had arrived who would take the 
adjourned summonses, and thereupon, with evident relief, 
@ crowd burried off to crush and struggle in like manner 
in another arena. But I, not happening to be an adjourn- 
ment, was kept to my first post, and my opponent— 
evidently « free, a daring lance—taking advantage of the 
judge's clerk’s absence, crept into the jadge’s room, 
followed by your humble servant, desperate and in despair 
lest our application should not be reached before counsel 
were taken in precedence at half-past twelve. Alas! for 
my t's bold resolve, counsel came in and claimed 
to be d, and were heard. Then ensued » weary 


| 








En 
waiting while counsel were disposed of, and while 
Lord discussed his chop. At last my application came 9 
and was disposed of in five minutes ; and by this time it 
was half-past two, so that altogether I was kept three 
hours and a half waiting to dispose of an application 
occupying only five minutes to argne and obtain the 
judge’s decision on. I am told that my case is not the 
worst ; and I can understand that fally, for I left a room 
full of hot, hungry, and f fear thirsty, disputants.” 


In the case of Udderzook v. Commonwealth, lately decided 
by the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, the question arogg 
whether the Court would “take judicial cognizance of 
photography as a proper means of producing correct like. 
nesses.” The Court held that it could not refuse todo 
so. Agnew, C.J., in delivering the judgment of the court’ 
said: “ This photograph, taken in Baltimoreon the sameplatg 
with a gentleman named Laagley, was clearly proved by 
him, and also by the artist who took it. Many objections 
were made to the use of this photograph, thé chief being to 
the admission of it to identify Wilson as Goss: the 
prisoner's counsel regarding this use of it as certainly in. 
competent. That a portrait or miniature painted from life 
and proved to resemble the person, may be used to 
identify him cannot be doubted, though, like all other 
evidences of identity, it is open to disproof or doubt, and 
must be determined by the jury. There seems to be no 
reason why a photograph, proved to be taken from lifeand 
to resemble the person photographed, should not fill the 
same measure of evidence. Itis true the photographs we 
see are not the original likenesses, their lines are not 
traced by the hand of the artist, nor can the artist be 
called to testify that he faithfully limned the portrait, 
They are but paper copies taken from the original plate, 
called the negative, made sensitive by chemicals, and 
printed by the sun-light through the camera. It is the 
result of art, guided by certain principles of science. In 
the case before us such a photograph of the man Goss was 
presented to a witness who had never seen him, so far ag 
he knew, but had seen a man known to him as Wilson, 
The purpose was to show that Goss and Wilson 
were one and the same person. It is _ evident 
that the competency of the evidence in such 4 
case depends on the reliability of the photograph as a 
work of art, and this, in the case before us, in which no 
proof was made by experts of this reliability, must 
depend upon the judicial cognizance we may take of 
photographs as an established means of producing @ 
correct likeness. The Daguerrean process was first given 
to the world in 1839. It was soon followed by photo 
graphy, of which we have had nearly a generation's expe 
rience. It has become a customary and a common mode 
of taking and preserving views as well as the likenesses 
of persons, and has obtained universal assent to the 
correctness of its delineations. We know that its prim 
ciples are derived from science ; that the images on the 
plate, made by the rays of light through the camera, are 
dependent on the same general laws which produce the 
images of outward forms upon the retina throagh the 
lenses of the eye.” 


The Gazette des Tribunaix annoances that a French 
avocat, M. Franck Chanveau, is about to publish a treatise 
on electoral legislation ia England. This subject, oar 
contemporary thinks, possesses special interest at the 
present moment in France, and we may add that the view 
taken by a foreigner of the Ballot Act will not be without 
interest to English readers. 


A correspondent vouches for the accuracy of the follow- 
ing report:—At the Holyhead County Court, held on 
August 20th, before Mr. R. Vaughan Williams, judge, Mr, 
W. Jones, solicitor, Menai Bridge, applied, on behalf of the 
defendants, for new trials of two actions entitled 2, Jones 
v. Captain G. B. Hughes, and Lawrance Nolan v. General 
Hughes, which were tried before juries at the court held 
at Llangefni the previous month, His Honour, without 
hearing the attorney for the plaintiff, said that there must 
be new trials of both actions, and added, ‘ This is the 
first time any jury has ever differed from me, but these 
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jarymea have disregarded their oaths; they were sworn 
: ve their verdicts according to the evidence, and they 

yo them contrary to the evidence. There are ten men 
in the county of Anglesey who have perjured themselves.” 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Jonn Appison, Barrister-at-Law, has been appointed 
Recorder of Preston. Mr. Addison was called to the bar 
at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1862. 

Mr. Henry Lonetey, Barrister-at-Law, has been ap- 

inted a Charity Commissioner for England and Wales. 
Mr, Longley was called to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn in 
Faster Term, 1860, and has held the office of inspector 
under the Local Government Board. 








JUDICATURE COMMISSION. 
Fiero AND Finan Report. 
To the Queen’s most Excellent Majesty. 

We, your Majesty’s Commissioners, whose hands and 
geals are hereunto set, appointed by your Majesty, under 
the Royal warrants annexed, to make inquiry (inter alia) 
into the operation and effect of the present constitution of 
the Central Criminal Court, the Courts of Quarter Ses. 
sions, and the present arrangements for holding the Assizes 
in England and Wales, with a view to ascertain whether 
any and what changes and improvements may be advan- 
tageously made so as to provide for the more speedy, 
economical and satisfactory despatch of the judicial busi- 
ness now transacted by these Courts and at the Assizes 
respectively ; and also as to the duties of the several 
officers, clerks, and other persons of or connected with 
the Courts in the said warrants mentioned, or any of 
them, their salaries, fees, and emoluments, with a view to 
ascertain whether any, and if any, what alterations 
may advantageously be made therein, do most humbly 
present this our final report to your Majesty upon the 
matters now referred to us. 

We should, in the first place, state that we have had 
under our consideration for some time the subject of the 

iency of the appointment of public prosecators in 
England and Wales, and while we entertain no doubt that 
the creation of such an office would materially add to the 
efficiency of the administration of criminal justice in this 
country, we are not agreed among ourselves as to the 
best method of constituting this office. 

A committee of our members, to whom we referred the 
consideration of the question, has made a report in favour 
of the appointment of public prosecutors, with the details 
ofa scheme for the constitution of the office, its duties, 
and remuneration ; but the Lord Chief Justice of England 
dissents from the details of this scheme, and has given his 
reasons in a separate memorandum. Coupled with this 
fact, there exists a doubt whether the subject is striotly 
within the terms or powers of our commission. Under 
these circumstances, we think we shall best discharge our 
duty by submitting to your Majesty the report of our com- 
mittee, and the memorandum of the Lord Chief Justice of 
England, which are respectively subjoined to and form part 
of this report, T'\e evidence and other information we 
have obtained will be found in the first appendix. 

With respect to the remaining subjects—viz., the Assizes, 
the Central Criminal Court, the Quarter Sessions, and the 
duties, salaries, fees, and emoluments of the officers of the 
courts, we think, having regard to our previous reports, 
48 well as to the Judicature Act, 1873, the legislation now 
pending before Parliament, and the Rules of Court about 
tobe made under that Act, that itis inexpedient to prolong 
our inquiry into these matters. 

Neither do we think it would be desirable to suggest in 
detail any scheme or schemes for giving effect to the re- 
Commendations already made by us as to changes in the 
mode of holding the assizes. 

We cannot, however, refrain from referring to the 
recommendations contained in our reports with regard to 
the disposal of the civil business in counties where it is 
aall and inconsiderable in amount, Woe still think “ that 
po a majority of causes tried in the Home Cirouit 

be disposed of at loss exponse in London, and that 


there are several counties where it is manifestly an idle 
waste of time and money to have Assizes.’’ Provision, 
we humbly submit to your Majesty, should therefore be 
made for the union or consolidation of these counties, and 
one convenient town or place should be appointed for the 
disposal of the civil business. 

The several memorials which have been presented to us 
for the constitution of central assize towns, together with 
other important papers relating to the Assizes and circuits, 
are inserted in the second appendix. 

All which we humbly submit to your Majesty's most 
gracious consideration as our fifth and final report. 


Carrns, C. (L.s.) 
SELBORNE. (t.s.) 
HaTHERLEy, (t.s.) 
PENZANCE, (£.s.) 
A. E. Cocxsurn. (1.s.) 
FitzRoy KEtty. (L.S.) 
WILLIAM Erte. (.s.) 
ROBERT PHILLIMORE. (1.8.) 
(2) GsorGE Warp Hunt. (z.s.) 
Hueu C.E. Cutpers.  (L.s.) 
W. M. James. (t.s.) 
MontaGue Smita. (t.s.) 
R. P. Cotrrer. (1.s.) 
Acton 8. Ayrton. (L.S.) 
G. BRAMWELL. (L.s.) 
CoLtn BLackBuRN. (1.3.) 
J. RB. Quan. (Ls. ) 
(4) Coterines, C.J. (1.s.) 
G. JEssEL, M.R. (1.s.) 
JOHN B. KaRsLAKE. (L.s.) 


Sypnzy H. WaTreRtow. _(L.s.) 
CuarLes S. Wuirmore. (L.8.) 


H.C. Rornery. (t.8.) 
(c) Gro. Morratr. (L.S.) 
(2) Wittiam G. Barrson. (u.s.) 
(a) Francis D. LownpEs. (L.8-) 
(e) Jonn Hortams. (1.s.) 


R. A. Fisuer, Secretary. 
10th July, 1874. 


have appended to their signatures. See below. 


(Mr. Ward Hunt.) 
(a) I concur in this report, but with the following addi- 
tion :— 


for the trial of the more important cases, leaving the 


offences would be required. 
Grorar Warp Hunt. 


(Lord Coleridge.) 


deals with the question of circuits. 


which [ then held and which I still retain. 
Consrwer, C.J. 


(Mr. Moffatt.) 
(c) I concur in the regret expressed by Mr. Hollams that 


appears to 
1 system of England and Wales: the proposed abolition 





(a) Mr. Ward Hunt, () Lord Coleridge, (c) Mr. Moffatt, 
(@) Mr. Bateson, (¢) Mr. Lowndes, and (e) Mr. Hollams 
sign the report subject to certain qualifications which they 


With the view of affording increased facilities for the 
, despatch of the criminal business throughout the country, 
I think that quarter sessions should be so arranged that a 
judge of the High Court of Justice might attend at them 


chairman or recorder to dispose of the rest of the business. 
The necessity of the attendance of the judge of the High 
Court should depend upon the number and magnitude of 
the cases standing for trial. I think the holding of these 
sittings might be settled upon the principle of the provi- 
sions contained in the Central Criminal Court Act, 4&5 
Will. 4, c. 36. Under this arrangement no other sittings 
by a judge of the High Court for the trial of indictable 


(6) I do not concur in the portion of this report which 
As to this, I beg 
leave to refer to the note appended to the first report of 
the Commissioners, sigued by Sir Montague Smith and 
myself, which expresses the opinion upon this subject 


the Commission has not deemed it expedient to fulfil the 
expectations raised by its first and second reports, as to an 
effectual supervision of the existing assize system, which 
more remarkable for its waste of judicial 
ower and delay of justice than any ether branch of the 


of assizes in the county of Surrey, and the rumoured slight 
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alteration in the circuits, appear to offer a very imperfect 
remedy for the costly and obstructive grievances that exist 
in regard to the despatch of civil business in the great 
commercial centres of Middlesex and Lancashire. 

Gero. MorrFatt. 


(Mr. Bateson and Mr. Lowndes.) 

(d) In signing this report, we desire to record our opinion 
that in Liverpool, Manchester, Leeds, and Birmingham, and 
other large commercial centres in the provinces, as in 
London, civil business should be severed from criminal ; 
and that in these large commercial centres, sittings of the 
High Court for the trial of civil cases should be held more 
frequently than at present, and that they should be con- 
tinuous until all the business is disposed of, as recommended 
in the second report for Liverpool and Manchester. In re- 
gard to the criminal business at quarter sessions, we concur 
in the views expressed by Mr. Ward Hunt in the note by 
him to this report. 

Wit1am G. Bateson. 
Francis D. LownDEs. 


(Mr. Hollams.) 

(e) I regret that this report does not, in accordance with 
the intention expressed in the first and second reports, em- 
body in greater detail the views of the commission with 
respect to the assizes, or rather as to the mode in which the 
civil and criminal business should respectively be disposed 
of in the provinces, and I am apprebensive that this omis- 
sion will be treated as an expression of general satisfaction 
on the part of the commission with the sufficiency of the 
changes in these respects proposed in the pending legislation 
and rules of court to which reference is made. 

In the first report it was recommended that Nisi Prius 
sittingsin London and Middlesex should be held continuously 
throughout the legal year, and that during the circuits at 
least two Nisi Prius courts should sit continuously in the 
metropolis. A somewhat qualified effect has been given to 
this proposal in the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873. 
The second report recommended that there should be four 
sittings in each year for the trial of civil causes in the 
superior branch of the court at Liverpool and also at 


Manchester, and that the duration of these sittings should 
not be limited. 

It seems clear that if the present cirenit system is to 
continue, these recommendations cannot be carried into 
fall effect without a considerable addition to the number of 


judges contemplated by the Act of 1873. ‘ The recom- 
mendations of the judges as to circuits ” having been framed 
with reference to the existing law, do not embody the 
suggestion as to Nisi Prius sittings at Liverpool and Man- 
chester, and appear to contemplate the continuance of 
assizes for civil and criminal business in every county ex- 
cept Surrey. It cannot, I think, be doubted that the trial 
of civil causes in Surrey occasions inconvenience and in- 
creased expense to the suitors, but it is difficult to under- 
stand why the same considerations de not apply to 

Hertfordshire and other counties ; and it seems manifestly 
inconsistent to abolish assizes in Surrey, and at the same 
time to perpetuate a system which provides for the atten- 
dance of two judges twice in the year at Oakham and 
various other places at which notoriously there is little or 
no business. It is farther to be borne in mind that these 
recommendations leave the important commercial town of 
Hull with no assize town nearer than York, and leave 
suitors at Durham, Newcastle, Leeds, Bristol, and other 
commercial places, without an opportunity o1 trying ques- 
tions arising in June or July until the month of March or 
April in the following year. 

The difficulty in giving the increased facilities which seem 
obviously desirable no doubt arises from the time of the 
judges being, under the present system, fully occupied. 
This difficulty might, I venture respectfully to suggest, be 
in @ great measure removed if the connection between the 
civil and criminal business were lessened. 

_In the Metropolis there is no such connection, ‘The 
sittings of the Central Criminal Court are quite distinct 
from the Nisi Prius Sittings, and, as the judges of the 
Superior Courts only try the more serious cases, the vast 
Criminal business of London, and of the whole suburban 
district, is disposed of satisfactorily by the attendance of two 
judges for two or three days once in each month, Prac- 
tically, I believe, the time occupied by the business is upon 
the average about equal to sixty days in the year for one 





a 
judge. It will, I think, be found that under the proge 
assize system the time of the judges occupied by the crimingl 
business in the provinces is at least eight times as mush, 
This disparity doubtless arises chiefly from the judgy 
having at the ordinary assizes the duty imposed upon then 
of delivering the gaols, and being consequently compelled 
to try a great number of prisoners for trivial offences. 

It seems clear that the labours of the judges might by 
considerably lessened, and much time saved, if, in substi 
tion for the present assizes for criminal business, the system 
of the Central Criminal Court were, to some extent at least, 
adopted, and arrangements made for the occasional atten. 
dance of one of the judges of the superior courts at certaip 
quarter sessions for the purpose of trying the more serio 
cases, when and as such attendance might be called for 
the nature or extent of the business, These matters pe 
easily be regulated in accordance with the system now in 
force with respect to the winter assizes. 

Such a change would, I apprehend, render it practicable 
to give the greater facilities which seem so desirable for the 
disposal of civil business—it would also appear to be advan- 
tageous by adding to the dignity and importance of the 
quarter sessions as a judicial tribunal—it would further 
preserve the advantage of the occasional attendance ofs 
judge of the highest rank in the different counties, and at 
the same time relieve him from the business of an unimpor 
tant nature which is now somewhat inconsistently imposed 
upon him. 

The change might also be useful in relation to some of the 
rating cases, involving difficult questions of law and large 
pecuniary interests, which are now heard at the quarter 
sessions, and which sometimes occasion very costly, and no 
always satisfactory, litigation. 

5th August, 1874. Joun Houiams, 


(We shall print next week the report of the Committee on 
Public Prosecutors]. 








SOLICITORS AND THE SERVICE OF WITNESS. 
SUMMONS IN BANKRUPTCY. 


At the Liverpool County Court, on Saturday, August 29th, 
an application of interest to the legal profession came before 
ove of the learned judges, Mr. Collier. Primarily it raised 
the question of the right of an officer of the court—ths 
bailiff—to the exclusive discharge of certain duties, with 
emoluments appertaining, which hitherto has been conceded 
to the solicitors. Incidentally the application affords aa 
unfavourable example of the circuitous character of bank 
ruptcy procedure. By the rules framed for carrying into 
effect the provisions of the last bankruptcy act, the duties 
of the high bailiff are defined to comprise the service of all 
orders, summonses, petitions, and notices ; to execute all 
warrants and processes; to attend all sittings of the court 
(except sittings in chambers) ; to prepare and cause to be 
inserted in the Gazette and newspapers all advertisements 
and notices; and to do all such things as the court or 
trustee may require. A subsequent rule prescribes that the 
subpena shall be served personally on the witnesses by the 
person at whose instance the same is issued, or by his 
attorney, or by an officer of the court, but in the scale of 
charges allowed to solivitors there is no item for service of @ 
subpoena, but only for a summons; whilst in the high 
bailiff’s charges there ig an item for serving a subpoena, but 
none for a witness summons. ‘T'heseapparently inconsistent 
rules now came before the court for interpretation. The 
practice hitherto has been for the solicitor to serve his owa 
summonses, unless, in case of difficulty, he thought fit t 
employ the high bailiff, but by a recent order the registrars 
have insisted upon service in all cases being effected by the 
bailiff. This innovation, affecting, as it does, the privi 
as well as the emoluments of the solicitors, created di 
faction, and hence one of their body (Mr. Rodway) in 
brought the question before the court. He first mentio 
it three weeks ago, and called attention to the rules and the 

revious practice, but no decision was come to by the court, 

ir. Collier stating that, as the question at issue aff 
practice of the court, he would consult his colleague before 
deciding the point. A few days afterwards it was inti 
that the court did not think fit to disturb the new praet 
Mr. Rodway thereupon attended before the registrar with® 
memorandum embodying the views of the court, and as' 
that it should be signed in order that he might take 
the opinion of the Court of Appeal. The 
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jar refused to sign the order, the expression of 
the opinion of the court being, he said, only on the 
question of practice, and having no relation to 
specific case. The matter thus remained for a few 
days, until occasion arose for Mr. Rodway to issue other 
in the form of application for the summonses 
he asked that service thereof might be effected by him- 
golf. The registrar issued the summons, but struck out 
the latter portion of the form of application, it being, he 
stated, @ separate application, and liable to a 53. stamp in 
the same manner as all other applications. From the 
istrar’s ruling Mr. Rodway appealed, and after stating 
the facts, submitted that upon the court's previous ruling 
he was entitled to an order refusing leave to serve the 
gammons. He farther drew attention to the impropriety 
of the registrar striking out any portion of the form of 
application, and argued that no second stamp was required, 
the application for the summons and for leave to 
gerve the same being substantially one and the same 
thing, just as an application to set aside a bill of sale with 
costs was considered but one application. If the registrar 
were right a 5s. stamp would be required in the case of 
each person summoned, as they were each distinct appli- 
cations, and often under different circumstances. His 
Honour said it was the province of the registrar to 
+ the revenue, and he should not interfere 
with this discretion, but as to the portion of the appli. 
cation struck out, it had better be reinstated. On the 
main question, he said that, having consulted with his 
colleague he still thought the better practice was to entrust 
the service of summonses to the high bailiff, but he did not 
see his way to make a negative order refusing permission to 
the solicitor to serve them. He would, however, consider 
the point further. On Thursday week the court intimated 
that it would be prepared to hear the whole question 
argued, and desired that the high bailiff might have notice. 
On Saturday Mr. Rodway appeared again, and reiterated the 
arguments urged on the question being first discussed. His 
points were, first, that on the true construction of the rules 
the solicitor had the primary right to serve the summonses ; 
and secondly, assuming it was not so, the practice was in 
the discretion of the court, and being so, it was more 
expedient for the solicitor than the high bailiff to serve the 
summonses. On the first point, he submitted that rule 167 
(already cited) in the plainest terms provided that the service 
of asubpoona for the attendance of a witness capable of 
giving evidence concerning any matter in court may be 
served by the attorney or an officer of the court. That rule 
teferred in the margin to section 96 asthe authority for 
issuing a subpoena, although in that section there was no 
teference to a subpcena, but only to a summons. The 
question was, did not a summons and subpcna mean 
practically the same thing? In the form for a subpoena it 
was headed ‘‘ subpoena or summons,” as though they were 
synonymous terms. It had been suggested that a summons 
was forthe discovery of property, and that a subpoena might 
beissued for any other purpose and in blank, but that could 
not be so, for in the London Bankruptcy Court there was no 
thing as a summons, the only process for bringing a 
Witness before the court on any matter being a subpcena. 
A subpona had all the force and effect of a summons, and it 
was somewhat inexplicable why forms should be provided 
for each in the county court, whereas one form—the subpcena 
gd purposesin London, Inthescale ofcharges, 
too, they were mixed up promiscuously, the solicitor being 
allowed to charge for a summons which, it is contended, he 
has no authority to serve, whilst there is a charge for the 
high bailiff serving a subpoena but none for the service of a 
withess summons, and if the court should hold there was a 
ction between a summons and a snbpena, he much 
doubted if the high bailiff ought not to refund the emolu- 
ments he has received for service of witness summonses, 
being no provision for any payment to him for service 
thereof, but only to the solicitor, ‘I'he 58th rule was merely 
intended to define the duties to be performed by the high 
bailiff unless the rules otherwise directed ; but here the rules 
directed that a solicitor in the first instance had the right 
toserve the subpasna, or, if he wished, an officer of the 
court, but not necessarily the high bailiff; it might be the 
trar, for anything which appears to the contrary, On 
the question of expediency, Mr. Rodway pointed out shortly 
W summonses were more effectually and economically 
terved by tho solicitors than the high bailiff. His Honour, 








after hearing the high bailiff’s construction of the rules, 
which he submitted was all in his favour, said that he hai 
the opportunity of consulting with his colleague on the 
question, and they both, after careful consideration of the 
rules, had come to the conclusion that they had no option 
but to direct that all summonses be served by the high 
bailiff. He should therefore make an order refusing to the 
solicitor permission to serve the summonses. Mr. Rodway 
intimated his intention to appeal, and on his application the 
court fixed the lowest sum, £10, as the amount of deposit.— 
Liverpool Courier. 








LEGAL ITEMS. 

It is announced that the office of Queen’s Coroner and 
Attorney has become vacant by the death of Mr. James. 
William Winning. 

Mr. Charles Clements, a solicitor, but who for many years. 
had been managing clerk to Messrs. Newbould and Gould, 
solicitors, Paradise-square, Sheffield, died very suddenly on 
Monday. 


According to the Chicago Legal News there are in the 
61st Illinois Reports one hundred and twenty-five cases, in 
which the decisions below were reversed in sixty-three c.ses. 
One circuit judge had one case only affirmed to five reversed. 


We learn from the North Wales Chronicle that Powell, the 
complainant in the recent case at the Rhyl Sessions at which 
Mr. Vaughan Williams, the countv court judge, was con- 
victed of assault, was removed to Mold gaol for seven days, 
under the judge’s warrant, effect being thus given to the 
sent ‘nce for contempt of court which the judge passed upon 
the man before the summons was heard. 


At a meeting of the General Purposes Committee of the 
Salford Town Council to consider a report from a special 
sub-committee appointed for the purpose of making 
a selection of three candidates to appear before the 
General Purposes Committee, as suitable persons for the 
office of town clerk of Salford, the three candidates selected 
—namely, Mr. C. Moorehouse, deputy town clerk of 
Liverpool ; Mr. E, L. Ashworth, of Manchester; and Mr. 
Hesketh Booth, town clerk of Oldbam, appeared before the 
committee, and Mr. Moorehouse was unanimously recom- 
mended by the committee for the appointment. 


A curious incident occurred at the Liverpool sessions, A 
prisoner was charged on two indictments for stealing pro- 
perty belonging to servants of the London and North- 
Western Hotel. When the verdict of the jury was given 
one of the barristers was seized with a violent fit of cough- 
ing. The clerk of the court understood the verdict to be 
one of guilty. The Recorder was then asked if the other 
indictment should be proceeded with. He said he thought 
it was not necessary, and proceeded to pass sentence, re- 
marking that he quite agreed with the verdict of the jury, 
though he had thought it his duty to put everything before 
them that could be legitimately brought forward in favour 
of the prisoner. The foreman then rose suddenly, and asked 
if the Recorder was referring to the prisoner now at the bar. 
—‘* Yes,” was the reply. ‘‘ But our verdict was not guilty,” 
explained the foreman.—The barrister’s cough had, it seems, 
rendered the word “‘ not’’ inaudible. The prisoner was then 
tried on the other indictment, but acquitted. 


The Liverpool Daily Post publishes the following account 
of a scene in the Wrexham County Court before Mr. 
R. Vaughan Williams, judge :—“ Amongst the cases heard 
was that of Cordingley v. Richard Williams, of Caergwrle, 
The plaintiff sued for £1 2s. 6d., the value of some cushions 
he had left at the defendant's house, and which the defen. 
dant had detained, notwithstanding the applications made 
for them by the plaintiff. Mr Acton, of Wrexham, ap 
for the defendant. His Honour gave judgment for the 
plaintiff. Mr. Acton: But the defendant will send the 
goods back. His Honour: This is notan action fordetinue, 
He must pay the money. Mr, Acton: But this is very 
irregular. His Honour: If you say that, I will send you to 
gaol, You have tho impudence to say that it is irregular! 
What is irregular? Mr. Acton: You have not heard 
evidence as to value. His Honour: You won’t ask him any 

uestions, I have dared you to ask him half-a-dozen times, 
think he has given sufficient evidence of value, and T must 
give him judgment.” 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quorarron, Sep. 4, 1874. 
3.per Cent, Consols, 92§ | Annuities, April, °85 9} 
Ditto for Account, Oct 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91 xd Ex Bills, £1000, 23 per Ct.1 pm. 
New 3 per Cent., 91 xd Ditto, £500, Dv t pm, 
Do. 33 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £100 & £200,1 pm. 
Do. 2§ per Cent., Jan. '94 Bank of Kugland Stock, 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. '73 Ct. (Iast half-year) 258 
Annuities, Jan.’80— Dittc for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80109 | Ditto,54$ per Cent.,May,’79 101g 
Ditto for Account,— | Ditto Debentures, per Cent 
Ditto 4 perCent.,Oct.’881013 xd} April,*64— 
Ditto,ditto,Certificates, — | Do.Do,5per Cent,,Aug.'73 1004 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.95 | Do. Bonds, 4per Ct., £1000 
Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 | Dittc,ditto,under £1090 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Paid.|Closing Price 
Stock Bristol and Exeter ......ssesccsosccssersrssersseseses 
Stock CG lea + er 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western ............ 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 
Stock Great Northern ............000+ one oh 
Stock Do., A Stock*........ eseccneene eoveee 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Irelan . 
Stock Great Western—Original........0-...cessessesseeee 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ... . 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover... 
Stock London and North-Western ... 
Stock London and South Western....... peohnpe oe 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ........... 
Stock Metropolitan 
I Ts NINE aig 5a. canidindaeclcevemapebaieneie 
Stock Midland 











Stock North British 
Stock North Eastern... 
Stock North London. 
Stock North staffords 
Stock South Devon : 
DOOCK: BOM BABOTA 0s .sensserercescocesecesseree: sovee-00 











* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Money Market anv City INTELLIGENC?. 


There has been no alteration in the Bank rate. The 
proportion of reserve to liabilities has fallen from 48} per 
cent. last week to 46} per cent. this week. Sinoe Tuesday 
there has been some weakness in the railway market, and 
prices have fallen, but the market is stated to have closed 
on Thursday with a firmer tone. There was also some 
reaction in the foreign market on Tuesday, and it has 
since beeu characterised by heaviness. Pernvian and 
Hungarian Stocks were very firm at the commencement 
of the week, but have since slightly declined. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

JOnys—On Aug. W0,at 6, Westbourne st, Hyde-park-gardens 
W., the wife of T. W. Carmalt Jones, Boq.. barriater-at. 
law, of a son. 

LoveLtasp—On Ang. 29, at Oakley, Hornsey, the wife of 
R. Loveland Loveland, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

Boux—Gopson—On Sept. 1, at All Sainte’ Church, Knights- 
bridge, Henry Bohn, Esq., of the Middle Temple, bar- 
rister-at-law, wo, Jeaso Eliza, daughter of Septimus Holmes 
Godeon, Eeq., Rutland-gate, Hyde-park, 8.W., 

Pirxt—Watxen—On Aug. 27, at Goring Church, near 
Reading, Hest William Flint, solicitor pa | town clerk of 
the City of onan eb to Marianne, younger daughter of 
Captain William Walker, of the Rectory, Goring, rofessor 
at the Staff College, Sandhurst, 

Marrurws—Wanp—On Aug. 26, at the parish church of 
Vim, John Leonard Matthews, M.A., of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, to Kdith Alma, third daughter of Augustus 
Henry Ward, of Elm, Wishech, Cambridgeshjre. 

Roscor—Gawsx—On Ang. 26, at Kirk Christ Church, 
Rushen, Isle of Man, Edward Stanley Roscoe, barrister-at- 
law, Katherine Hiiza, fourth danghter of the late Edward 
Mone Gawne, ¥e4,, of Kentraugh, Isle of Man, 








SS 
DEATH. 
JUNNER—On Aug. 27, at 3, pre ag ot Portobello, NB, 
agua Gordon Junner, of the Middle Temple, barrister.gs: 
aw, : 





LONDON GAZETTES., 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companiee, 
Faipay, Aug. 28, 1874, 
T.m1Tep In CHANCERY. 


Ellesmere Foundry and Engineering Company, Limited —By an ory 
mae by V.C. Hall, dated Aug 19, it was ordered that the aboy 
company be wound up. Milneand Co, Harcourt buildings, Temple, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

St. Bride’s United Slate and Slab Company, Limited.—By an 
made by V.C. Hall, dated July 31, it was ordered that the vol 
winding up of the above company be continued. Taylor and Cy, 
Great James st, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioners, 


Creditors under Estages in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Aug. 21, 1874. 

Parker, John Hayse, Queen’s Town, Cape of Good Hops, Diamond 
Merchant. Dec 3. Sonnenberg v Dann, M.R. Barn, Moorgate gt 
Smith, Ambrose, Oxford, Hop Merchant. Oct15. Smallwood v&mith 

MR. Hayes and Co, Russell equare 
Whitehead, George, Norbrigg’s House, Staveley, Derby, Gent. Oct 14, 
Scorer v Whitehead, M.R. Broomhead, Sheffield 


Faipay, Aug. 28, 1874. 


Wade, Edward, Gracechurch st, Stock Broker. Oct 1. Haynes v Waie, 
V.C. Hall. Seal, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 


Turspay, Sept. 1, 1874. 

Chambers, Francis, Alexandra rd, Gipsy hill, Wiae Mecchint. Oct 
1. Spiegal v Dormer, V.C. Bacon. Taylor, Old Jewry Chambers 
Cobham, William, Sonthampton st, Camberwell, Stonemason. cg 1. 

Cobham v Dalton, M.R. Croft, Arthur st East 


Creditors ander 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tvespay, Aug. 25, 1874. 


Arnold, Richard, Woolston, Southampton, Surgeon. Sept 30. Ingle 
and Co, Threadneedle st 

Bean, George, St A'ban’s place, St Jamas’s, Hotel Manager. Oct t 
De Jersey and Micklem, Gresham st West 

Bellamy, Alexander, Regent’s Park terrace, Esq. Sapt 29. Gellatiey 
and Co, Lombard court, Gracechurch st 

Cadby, John Phillips, Margate, Kent, Chemist. Sept 30. Ingle and (s, 
Threadneedle st 

Cooke, Thomas, Sarah Annst. Walworth New Towa, Beadle. Oot, 
Arnold, the Exchange, Southwark st 

Crawshaw. Simon, York, Esq. Oct 21. Leeman and Co, York 

Jackson, William, Marquess rd, Canonbury, Merchant. Sept 30. Inge 
and Co, Threadneedle st 

Nield, Thomas, Spurstow, Cheshire, Gent. Oct 1. Martin, Nintwiek 


Pattison, Henrietta, Milverton, Warwic<, Oct 20. Tatham and Cs, | 


Lincoln’s inn fields 

Riches, William, Brightlingsea, Essex, Baker, Sept 30. Pope, Od 
chester 

Sheader, Joseph Falsgrave, York, Retired Master Mariner. Sept %, 
Mick, Scarborough 

Williams, Maria Jane, Ynyslas, Glamorgan. Oct 24. Cookson and, 
New square, Lincoln’s ian 

Woolley, Edwin, Arnold, Nottingham, Gent. Szpt 29. Richards, Not 
tingham 

Faway, Aug. 28, 1874. 

Allman, Thomas, Sollington, Cheshire, Stons Merchant. os 
Brocklehurst and Co, Macclesfiela 

Bawtree, Jolin, Abberton, Essex, Esg. Dec 1. Howard and Co, Gil 
chester 

Bishop, Jolin, Weymouth, Dorset, Gent. Oct l. Tizard and Gaorge, 
Melcombe Kegis 

Brewer, John, Didcot, Barks, Contractor. Sept 30. Ablett, Cam 
bridge terrace, Hyde Park 

Cayley, Francis Meivil, St James’s place, Westminster, Esq. Oct 31. 
Pearless and Sons, Fast Grinstead 

Chatterton, Sir James Charles, Castle Mahon, Cork, General. Oct % 
Kendal and Congreve, Union Bank chambers, Lincoln's ino 

Clark, Elizabeth, John et, West Smithfield, Oct24. Broughton, Fint 
bury square 

Clegg, Jonas, Manchester, Fustian Manufacturer. Nov 1. Sale sat 


Co, Manchester 
Clinton, Right Hon hata Grprnions Pelham, Ransby Hall, Nottiaghea. 


Nov 2, Nicholl a Howard st, Strand 

Coney, Ann Greatrex Cook, Wardour st, Soho, Sept 30. Greatores, 
Obancery lane 

Crossman, Benjamin, Worle, Somerset, Yeomag. Sept 28, Chapmes, 
Weston-saper-Mare 

Davies, Henry, Margate, Kent, Gent. Oct 1. Clarke and 800, 
Serjeants’ inn, tleet st 

Gates, James, Chichester, Gent. Oct 10, Johnson and Rapety 
Chichester 

Harris, Thomas, Wittering, Sussex, Yeoman, Oct IC. Johnson and 
Raper, Chichester 

Joznson, Edward William, Chichester, Solicitor. Oct 10, Johnson and 


heater 
Keen, Susannah, Nettle Hill, Warwick, Oct 1, Snowball and 0% 


Liverpool 
Knobel, William Award, Groat Queen st, Westminster, Solicivor, Sept 
29, Besumont and Warren, Coleman st 
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Lavender, Thomas, Watford, Herts, Auctioneer. Oct 13. Jones and 
$ns, Millman place, Bedford row 
, James, Seisey, Sussex, Yeoman. Oct !0. Johnson and 
, Chichester 
Nicholls, Thomas, Addiscombe, Surrey, Gent. Oct 20. Herman, 
lomew close 
Randall, James, Lidsey, Sussex, Farmer, Oct 10. Johnson and Raper , 
r 


Rangel, Floriano Antonio, Lansdown crescent, Notting Hill, Merchant. 
0ot9. Thompson and Co, Stone buildings, Lincoln's inn 
Peter, Formby, Lancashire, Gent. Septl5. Teoby and Lynch, 


i 
galinecn, Sarah, Masbrough, York. Sept 30. Hoyle. Rot herham 
Southgate, William, Walker st, Bermondsey. Sept 30. Watson, 


isbech 
a , Robert, Sawrey, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Oct 10. Harrison 
i 


Son, Kendal 
William Isaac, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. Oct 31. Allen and Son, 
Carlisle st, Soho sq . 
Warburton, Sophia, Mobberley, Cheshire, Sept 30. Kearsley, Man- 
chester 
Whitehouse, Samuel, Alrewas, Stafford, Gent. Sept 30. Barnes and 
Russell, Lichfield 
Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Aug. 28, 1874, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debt to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Monckton, Arthur Lewis, Charles Compton, and ThomasG = Doughty 
Great Tower st, Brokers. Pet Aug 26. Murray. Sept 15 at 11.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brown, William, Portsmouth, Hants, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 
34, Howard. Portsmouth, Sept 19 at 12 


Edmonds, Henry, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Ship Owner. Pet Aug 
92, Lloyd. Carmarthen, Sept 12 at 12 ; 
fvans, Evan Thomas, Rhymney, Monmouth, Builder. Pet Aug 25. 


Shepard. Tredegar, Sept 10 at 1! 
Helier, William, and Johc Bowden Wheaton, St Thomas the Apostle, 
Devon, Uattle Salesmen. Pet Aug 26. Daw. Exeter, Sept 10 at 11 
Lewellyn, Thomas, Fleur-de-Lis, Monmouth, eut of business. Pet 
Aug 26. Shepard. Tredegar, Sept8 at 11 
Martin, John, sen, Hednesford, Stafford, Wheelwright. Pet Aug 25. 
Walker, Walsall, Sept 16 at 12 
Scott, John, Hartlepool, Durham, Shipowner. Pet Aug 19. Ellis. 
Sunderland, Sept 10 at 12 
Turepay, Sept. 1, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Blunsom, James, Yardley Gobion, Northampton, Corn Dealer. Pet 
Aug 27. Dennis. Northampton, Sept 15 at 12 

Fawcett, James. Newcastle-upon-[yne, Accountant. Pet Aug 27. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, Sept 14 at 12 

Hinton, Edwin, Strattord-upon-Avon, Warwick, Baker. Pet Aug 25. 
Campbell. Warwick, Sept !9 at 11 

Stovold, Henry, Portsea, Hants, Butcher. Pet Aug 27. Howard, 
Portsmouth, Sept 18 at 12 

Usher, John F » Washington, Durham, Grocer. Pet Ang 28. Mor- 
timer. Newcastle, Sept 14 at 11 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farivar, Aug 28, 1874. 
Bolingbroke, John Henry, Southimpton, Hotel Kesper. Aug 24 
Cleaver, Wiliam, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Colliery Agent. Aug 25 


Warren, George, Bournemouth, Southampton, Victualler, Aug 17 
Tvuespay Sept, 1, 1874. 
Chadwick, Ellen, Heywood, Lancashire. Aug 27 
Kearlsey, Edward, Woolton, near Liverp vol, Gent. Aug 28 
Liquidation by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Farpar, Aug. 28, 1874, 
Barker, George, Gravesend, Keut, Veterinary Surgeon. Sept 15 at3 a 
offices of Parry, Guildhall chambers 
Barnett, Ruvsell, Princes st, Leicester square, Hatter. Sept 16 at 12 at 
22, Buckingham st, Strand. Huaynes,Chaucery lane 
Barwick, Henry, Pavilion rd, Chelsea, Coachbuilder. Sept 8 at 12 at 
offices of Morris, Staple inn, Holborn 
a, Boney, Bolton, Lancashire, Civil Engineer. Sept 14 at 1! at 
8 of Dowling, Wood st, Bolton 
Pam Charles, Bridgwater square, Cravat Maker, Sept 11 at 3 at 
of Berry and Co, Farringdon st. Tonge, Great Portland st 
Bleakinson, Septimus George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Ironmonger. 
a. 3 10 at 11 at offices cf Joel, Newgate st, Newvastle-upon-Tyne 
t, Joseph Walter, Banbury, Oxtord, Jeweller, Sept 8 at 10 at 
the Red Lion Hotel, Banbury. Looker, Banbury 
Ogee, Benjamin, Bath, Grocer, Sept 11 at 3 at offices of Wilton, 
‘estaate buildings, Bath 
Clark, Edward, Voryd, near Rhyl, Flint, Innkeeper. Sept 7 at 4 at 
— of Roose and Price, North John st, Liverpool, Williams, 


Collins, John, Portsmouth, Hants, Grocer. Sept 10 at 2 at 145 Cheap - 
tide, King, Portsea 

Cooke, Robert, Darlington, Durham, Draper. Sept 9 at 11 at offices of 
Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 

Creswell, John, and Alfred Crosawoll, Birmingham, Builders, Sept 11 
_—— oe Queen's Hotel, Now at, Birmingham, Ryland and Co, 


ingham 
Danvers, John Harris, Wormwood st, Wine Merchant, Sept 24 at 11 


at Lambert and Ramakill, Fenchurch at 
Davis, w+ hae g ae pon] cones, Licensed Victualler, Sept 8 at tat 
at 
Denslane Edwe td, S--derland, Durham, Grocer, Sept 7 at 12 a 
offices of Hoyle and’ Collingwood at, Newoastle-upon -Ty ne 


Garton, William, New Sleaford, Lincoln, Butcher. Sept 9 at 11 at 
Offices of Peake and Co, Sleaford 

Graham , George James, Seaford, Sussex, out of business. Sept 7 at 
2.30 at the Crown Hotel, Lewes, Sussex 

Green, Elizabeth Barber, Tue Brook, near Liverpool, Schoolmistress, 
Sept 14 at 11 at offices of Etty, Lord st, Liverpoo! 

Greenlaw, Ellerton, Liverpool, Lancashire, Aactioneer. 
offices of Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 

Guile, John, Merton, Surrey, Builder. Sept 14 at 2 at offices of Hogan, 
Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Hays, William Ivory, Royal Exchange Buildings, Financial Agent, 
Sept 4 at 3 at offices of Chidley, Old Jewry 

Horsfall, Eliz:, and Joseph Horsfail, Dewsbary, York, Cirdmakers, 
Sept 10 at 2 at offices cf Chadwick and Sons, Dewsbury 

Howard, Henry, Stainton, York, Journeyman Bricklayer. 
at offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Howell, Henry Legge, Bath, Licensed Victualiar. Sept 11 at 11.30 at 
offices of Wilton, Westgate buildings, Bath 

Hughes, John, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Tailor. Sapt 14at 3 at offices 
of Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hutchinson, Christopher Robert, Stockton-on-Tees, Darham, Shopman. 
— at 11 at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on- 


Sept 10 at4 at 


Spt -7 atl 


‘ees 

Hutchinson, Michael, Bilston, Stafford, Carpenter. Sept!2 at 11 at 
the Bull’s Head Inn, High st, Bilston. Fellows, Bilston 

James, Thomas, Hanley, Staff.rd, Parian Figure Maker. Sept 9 at 3.30 
at offices of Turner, Hanley 

Jones, John, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Tallow Chandler. 
at offices of Charles, Parade, Neath 

Kauffmann, Edward, Barbican, Whulesale Furrier. Sapt 9 at 3 at offices 
of Ditton, Ironmonger lane 

Kessell, Thomas, Penzance, Cornwall, Outfitter. 
of Trythall. Clarence st, Penzance 

Kirkpstrick, David, Carlisie, Pinmber. Sept 7 at 11 at offices of Thorns 
burn, Bank st, Carlisle 

Langdon, Frederick, Bristol, Temperance Hotel Keeper. Sept 9 at 12 at 
offices of Daniel and Co, Broad st, Bristol. Thick, Bristol 

Lewis, Daniel, Cwmbach, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Engine Driver. Sept 
8 at 4 at offices of Linton and Williams, Canon st, Aberdare 

Lodge, William Reeve, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Publican. Sept 11 
at 12 at offices of Wiltshire, Hall plain, Great Yarmouth 

Magnus, Nathaniel, and Emanuel Magnus, Bishopsgate st Withont, 
Boot Manufacturers. Sept 7 at 11 at offices of Sydney, John st, 
Bedford row 

Mansfield, James, and Robert Mansfield, Norwich, Painters. Sept 7 
at 12 at offices of Emerson and Syarrow, Ramoant Horsest, Norwich 

Mayers, John Adams, Great Yarmonsth, Norfolk, Pork Butcher. Sept 
It at 11 at offices of Wiltshire, Hill plain, Grext Yarmouth 

Mayor, John, Liverpool, Provision Dealer, Seot 16 at 3 at offices of 
Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 

McIntosh, Alexander, Sheffield, Draper. Sept 7 at 11 at offices of 
Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers Sheffield 

McIntosh, John, Shetfleld, Draper. Sept 7 at 12 at offices of Binney and 
Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Meikle, Thomas Smellie, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Woollen Draper. Sept 
9 at 11 at cffices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Moore, Henty, Holborn Hill, Cumberiand, Tailor. S»ptl6 at 12 at 
offices of Meakin, Holborn Hil!, Millom 

Moore. Thomas Henry, Cheshire, Innkeeper. 
Nordon, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Morrison, James, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Commission Agent. Sept 
9 at 12 at offices of Beddos, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Mosely, Rose, High st, Notting Hill, Hosier. Sept 8 at2 at offices of 
Sydney, Leadenhall st 

Moss, David, Railway arches, Shepherd's Bush, Fraiterer. Sept 3 at 

Sept 9 at 12 at offices 


Sept 12 at 1 


Sept 10 at 11 at offices 


Sept 9 ac 3 at offices of 


11 at the Walbrook Exchange Mart. Deere, Walbrook 
Nelson, Richard, Manchester, Vinegar Maker. 
of Smith, South King st, Manchester 
Norris, Thomas Cheal, Aldermanbury, Elastic Web Manufacturer. Sept 
8 at 12 at offices of Reed and Lovell, Guildhall chambers, Basing- 

hall st 

Nunney, Joseph, Oxford, Builder. 
High st. Oxford 

Painter, Frederick Charles, Leicester, Hosiery W+rehouseman. 
11 at 12 at the Mariborough Head, Welford row, Leicester. 
Leicester 

Porter, Charles, Birmingham, Surgeon. 
Davies, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Porter, George Septimus, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. 
$3, Gutter lane. Nye, Brighton 

Potts, Edward, sen, William Potts, Edward Potts. jan, and Thomas 
Thompson Potts, Crook Farm, Northumberland, Farmers, Sept 9 at 
2 at offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 

Proctor, Maria, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. Sept 8 at 11 at offices of 
Beaton, Victoria buildings, Temple row, Birmingham 

Ritchie, Charles, Buckingham Palace rd, Pimlico, Tobacconist. Sept 

Sept 9 at 2 at offices of 


Sopt 16 at Ll at oficas of Mallam, 


Sept 
Petty, 


Sept 1! at 11 at offices of 
Sept 10 at 12 at 


18 at 12 at offices of Smith, Chureh court, Clement's lane 

Roberts, James, Manchester, out of busiaess. 
Phillips, Brown st, Manche<ter 

Robinson, James, Stockport, Cheshire, Hat Manufacturer. Sept 1 at 
3 at offices of Fox, Princess gt, Manchester 

4 Skinner, Robert Henry, Bristol, Grocer. Seps Llat UL at offices of 

Ward, Broad st, Bristol 

Smith, Henry Hughes, Upper Thames at, Machine Ruler, Sept 18 at 
12 at offices of Ashdown, Poultry, Cooper, Craring Cross 

Smith, John, Jun, Birmingham, Grocer, Sept 9 at 12 at the Hea and 
Chickens Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Hawkes, Birmingham 

Teague, Charles Robert, Wellington terrace, Ux oridge nd, Clerk. Sept 
12at 1 at offices of Hooper, Newgate at 

Thompson, William, Sunderland, Darham, out of dDasiness, Sept 9 at 
3 at offices of Bell, Lambton at, Sunderland 

Townend, Joseph, Live’ York, Currier, Sept 9 at 2 at the 
Stafford Arms Hotel, Wakefield, Lancaster and Wright, Bradford 





Trafford, Johr, (and not Trayford, as erroneously printed in Gazette of 
Aug 21), Preston, Lancaahire, Provision Dealer, Sept 8 at 2 at offices 
of Guniitte and Watson, Winokley at, Preston 

Vickery, Francis, Little Tower st, Wine Merchant, Sept U1 at 12 atthe 

on Tavern, Bishopsgate st Within, French, Cratehed friara 
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Walden, William, Little Bath st, Clerkenwell, Cooper. Sept 7at3 at 
= Crown Tavern, Clerkenwell Green. Rigby, Half Moon crescent, 
lington 
Walker, John Burder, Croydon, Surrey, Manufacturer of Patent Fael. 
Sept 10 at 3 at offices of Stocken and Jupp, Lime at square 
Wright, Robert, Dewsbury, York, Slater. Sept 18 at 11 at the Scar- 
borough Hotel, Market place, Dewsbury. Walker 


TvespaY, Sept 1, 1874. 


Asher, Jacob, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Hawker. Sept 9 at 
offices of Webb and Spencer , New st, Birmingham, in lieu of the place 
originally named 

Ashton, George William, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. Sept 15 
at 3 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. 
Yates, Liverpool 

Bann, Samuel, Heathfield, Crewe, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. Sept 12 at 
2 at offices of Latham and Bygott, Market s t, Cr ewe 

Barker, John, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Innkeeper. S ept 11 at (2jat offices 
of Stanton and Atkioson, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Blaylock, Wi'liam, Newby Cross, Camberland, Farmer. Sept 16 at 3 
at offizes of Wannop , Carruthér’s court, Scotch st, Carlisle 

Brown, Thomas, Brighton, Susser, Tailor. Sept12atil at offices of 

Goodman, Prince Albert st, Brighton 

Brunger, John , Canterbury, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Sept 22 at 1 
atthe Falsvaff Hote), Westgate, Canterbury. Moss, Margate 

Buckley, Jeremiah, Leeds, Currier. Sept 9 at 3 at offices of Scott, 
Albion st, Leeds 

Cahill, Robert, Liverpool, Draper. Sept16 at3 at offices of Addleshaw 
and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Chaplin, George Kilsby, Great Honghton, Northampton, Butcher . 
Sept 14 at 3 at offices of Becke, Market square, Northampton 

Cresswell, Francis John, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Builder. Sept 11 at 
1 at cfices of Griffin. Bennet:’s hill, Birmingham 

Crosbie, George, Manchester, Organ Builder. Sept 14 at3 at offices of 
Addieshaw and Warburton, King st. chester 

Davis, George, Bournemouth, Hants, Cabinet Maker. Sept 8 at 2 at 
the Red Horse Hotel, Stratford-on-Avon. Taylor and Jacquet 

Denham, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Shipbroker. Sept 16 at 2 at 
offices of Wallace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne 

Dixon, Thomas, Banbury, Oxford, Boot Maker. Sept 12 at 10 at offices 
of Looker, Horse fair, Banbury 

Dixon, Wiiliam Bunting, Ton¢u, Glamorgan, Clerk. Sept 15 at 3 at 
offices of Walker. Caroline st, Bridgend 

Ellis, Thomas Webster, Exeter, Warehouseman. Sept 14 at 11 at 
Offices of Fryer, Gandy st, Exeter 

Faraday, Tertios, Birmingham, Brush Maker. Sept 11 at 2 at offices of 
W igna!l, Colmore row, Birmingham. Davies, Birmingham 

Gamon, William. Birmingham, Draper’s Assistant. Sept 2) at 11 at 
offices of Powell, Clarendon chambers, Temple st, Birmingham 

Gill, George, Denmark rd, Blythe lane, Hammersmith, Cab Proprietor, 
Sept 7 at | at offices of Smyth, Rochester row, Westminster 

Green, Thomes, Rotherham, York, Grocer. Sept 25 at 12 at offices of 
Badgers and Rhodes, High st, Rotherham 

Haining, Samuel, Blackburn, Lancashire, Travelling Draper. Sept 19 
at ll at offices of Wilding and Son, Bank chambers, Lord st West, 
Bizekburn 

ison, Thomas, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, out of business. Sept 
14 at 1 at ofBces of Rooke and Midgley, Boar jane, Leeds 

Harrison, William Gallimore, L iphook, Hants, Livery stable Keeper. 
Sept 14 at 11 at the Dolphin Hotel, Petersfield. Feltham, Portsea 

Hill, Joseph, Atherstone, Warwick, Hzt Manufacturer. Sept 10 at 11 
at offices of Assinder, Union st, Birmingham 

Holland, George. Sutton Veney, Wilts,Gent. Sept 14 at 10 at the 
Anchor Ion, Warminster. PFinniger and Wood, Chippenham 

Hatton, John, Middlesboroogh, York, Shoemaker. Sept 11 at ll at 
O%ices of Graham, Exchange chambers, Ramsgate, Stockton-on-Tees. 
Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 

Isaacs, Joseph, Hoxton st, Shoreditch, Tailor. 
of Perry, Gaildbali chambers, Basinghal! st 

Johnson, Joseph, Derby, Bailder. Sept 21 at 12 at offices of Harrison 
and Co, Becket Welliane, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Johnson, Robert, Middicsborough. York, Tobacconist. Sept 9 at 11 
at offices of Dotson, Gosford st, Middiesborough 

Jonas, Join, Salford, Lancashire, Cabinet Makar. 
ofices of Bent, Piccadilly, Manchester 

Jones, George EAwin. Hastings, Sassex, Bailder. Sept 19 at 2 at offices 
of Cheemnan .Havelock rd, Hastings 

Jones, Jon, Tyddynrhydderch, Merioneth, Farmer. Sept 12 at llet 
the Harp inn, Corwen 
Keen, David, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Furniture Dealer. Sept 
i5at il at the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Nalder 
Kirkop, William, sonderlend, Durham, Corn Merchant. Septl0at 2 
at the Queen's Hotel, Sanderiand. Folkard, Durham 

Kiein. John Andrew Weary, Argyll place, Regent at, Importer of 
Poreign Guede. Sept 21 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham 
st. Siberberg, Cornbii) 
Lowe, Thomas, Werwick, Insurance Agent. Sept i0 at 11 at offices of 
Banderson, Borthgate ot, Warwick 
Morphy, Themes, iets, Provision Merchant. Septll atl at offices 
A Warnart act Co, Aitnon coambers, Bristol 
Mae, William Peat, Heeke: Newmarket, Camberiand, out of business. 
Sept 14 at 2 wt offices of Harrison and Little, Penrith 

Bewman, Kicharé, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Riding Master. Bept 13 
at 2 at offices of trend, Clarence parahe, phan 

Parker, Charles, Miitenisall, Suflik, Con Merchant. Sept 14 at 3 at 
the Avge) Hctel, Bory 8+ E4mands. Conka, Korwich 





Sept 25 at 2 at offices 


Szpt 21 at 3 at 


Vensell, Jomet, bary & VAmunds, taflokk, Viebmonger. Sept 14 at 11 
at the Guildhall, Bory & VAmandse. Crom 
Keet, Thomas bevjamin, Virchington, Kent, Balider, fept 21 at 11 at 


the Jetinnd Liye, tre Growrenct, Margate, Mons 

Rotesos, Henry, baulvary, Oxia, at Manutacturer. Bept 14 at 16 at 
Steen ot Wiiteorn, High “, Casbary 

tent, Henry, Ormelsirn, Lancashire, tort Dealer, Sept 14 ot 32 at the 
Thatehet Howe tel, Meowmarket place, Manchester. VAwards 
ao bartill, Manchester 

twice, Wittiam Henry, Manchester, Dealer in Ginse, Gept 14 at 3 at 
Mien A Keath and tone, nan vt, Nanchesver 


———= 

Staley, William Henry, Worcester, Wine Merchant. Sept 14 at 3 at 
offices of Pitt, High st, Worcester 

Stevenson, George, Hunslet, York, Grocer. Sept 14 at 3 at Offices of 
Fawcett and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Sydrey, Edgar, and Edward Joynes Wiggins, Fowke’s buildings, Great 
Tower st, Ship Brokers. Sept 10 at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee house, 
Gresham st. Crump, Philpot lane 

Tettenborn, Ernest de Glechen, Charterhouse square, Gent. Sept Wat 
1 at the George Hotel, Colchester, Hooper 

Turner, Frederick Henry, Croydon, Surrey, Schoolmaster. Sept 24 at 
12 at offices of Davies and Co, Warwick st, Regent st 

Wheatley, Thomas, Saxilby, Lincoin, Baker, Sept 16 at 11 at Offices 
of Dale, St Benedict’s square, Lincoln 

Wiles, Joseph, Caston Stow, near Watton, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler, 
Sept 10 at 12 at offices of Geaussent, New Broad st 





Hop Pole Hotel, Foregate, Chester. addleshaw and Warburton, 
Manchester 

Wooler, James Upton, Soothill, York, Corn Miller. Sept 15 at 3 at 
the Queen Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Wooler, Batley ~~ 

Wright, Philip, Kingston-upon-Hull, Confectioner. Sept 10 at 3at 
offices of Chambers, Scale lane, Kiagston-upon-Hull 

Wright, Sydney Walter Tom, Shareshill, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, 
Sept 2 at 12 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 





ay 
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EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Pye ye 

Fe po: MAKERS, 

By Scocial Appointment To Her Magsesty, THE Lorp Caancextor, 
The Whole of the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS’ DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES. 

UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, &c. 

EstTaBiisHeD 1689, 
94, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
= of the Undertaker’s bill have long op3rated a3 an oppressive tag 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, whea 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to inter ments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
$o their means and the requirements of thecase. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars ma 
v3 obtained, or will be forwarded, upon applicasion to the Chief Office, 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 











YATES & ALEXANDER, 


PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 


SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 
Every description of Printing. 

Chancery Bille and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books Newspapers 
Circulars 


Posters 
Handbills, &c., &c, 
rr 


Pamphlets 
Reports 
Rules 





‘STATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET.— 

Messrs. Vewrom, Butt, & Cooren’s Monthly Register, contain 
ing fall particulars of Estates and Farms, Furnished and Unfarnished 
Houses in town and country, Ground Rents and Investments generally, 
may be had free on application or by post for one stamp. Owners 
having properties for disposal are invited to send fall particulars tothe 
Auction and Estate A gency Offices, 8, Bucklersbury, £.C. 


et 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMERS 
iN LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, inel 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 8 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Kent Charges, House Property 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at thelr offices, 40, Cheapside, Bx 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inset= 
tion should be received not later than four days provious to the 
of the preceding month. 
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AR R’S, 26 5, STRAND.= 
Dinners (from the joist) vegetables, &e., ts, 6d,, or with 

or Fish, 20, and 28,64, “If 1 desire & substantial dinner off the 

with the agreeable s2compmiment of light wine, both cheap 
0004, I know only of one nouns, and thats in the Strand, close to Danes 
Ion, There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
cmeNent Bargundy, at two shillings @ bottle, or you may be st 

with half a bottle for a shilling,”-All the Yoar Hound, June, 1, 

449 page, 

Tho new Wall lately added ts one of the handsomest dining-roome 





London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, hc,, 1s, 6d, 


eeroteeiia 


Wilkinson, Wiiliam, Manchester, Horse Dealer. Sept 15 at3 at the 





ee 
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